REMARKS 

The Office Action dated July 26, 2005, has been received and carefully noted. 
Reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested in view of the foregoing 
amendment and the following remarks. 

By the foregoing amendment, claims 1, 7 and 13 have been amended. Thus, 
claims 1-18 are currently pending in the application and subject to examination. 
Allowable Subject Matter 

As a preliminary matter, Applicants appreciate the indication of allowable subject 
matter in claims 5,11, and 1 6 of the present application. 

Claims 1-18 are pending in the present application and are respectfully submitted 
for consideration. 
S 102(b) Rejection 

Claims 1, 6-8, 12-14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Sano (U.S. Patent No. 5,182,489). To the extent that the rejection 
remains applicable to the claims as amended, this rejection is respectfully traversed. 

In making the rejection, the Office Action characterizes Sano as teaching "a 
discharge region which is filled with a first discharge gas (He) of at least 15% by 
volume, and a second discharge gas (Xe) of 85% or less by volume." (Office Action, 
page 2). Applicants respectfully disagree with the Office Action's characterization and 
submit that Sano merely teaches "a discharge gas composed of helium (He) gas 
including 4% of xenon (Xe) gas." (see Sano, col. 4, lines 41-44). 
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As such, Applicants submit that Sano does not describe or suggest at least the 
limitation of a plasma display panel having barrier ribs configured to form a plurality of 
closed cells, display electrodes fomned on a front substrate, an address electrode 
formed on a rear substrate, with said barrier ribs disposed between said front and rear 
substrates to define a delta color pixel structure having a plurality of sub-pixels, and with 
each of the sub-pixels having a discharge region which is filled with a first discharge gas 
of at least 15 % by volume, and a second discharge gas of 85% or less by volume, and 
the first discharge gas is a xenon gas, as claimed in claim 1, as amended. 

For at least this reason, Applicants submit that claim 1 , as amended, is allowable 
over the cited prior art. As claim 1 is allowable, Applicants submit that claim 6, which 
depends from amended claim 1, is likewise allowable over the cited prior art. 

Also, as was similarly discussed above with regard to claim 1 , Applicants submit 
that claim 7, as amended, is allowable over the cited prior art because the cited prior art 
does not disclose or suggest at least the limitation of a plasma display panel having 
barrier ribs configured to form a closed shape, display electrodes formed on a front 
substrate, an address electrode fomned on a rear substrate, with said barrier ribs 
disposed between said front and rear substrates to define a delta color pixel structure 
having a plurality of sub-pixels, and each of the sub-pixels has a discharge region which 
is filled with a first discharge gas of 50% or less by volume, and a second discharge gas 
of 50% or more by volume, and the first discharge gas is a xenon gas. Claim 7, as 
amended, recites at least all of these features. 
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For at least this reason, Applicants submit that claim 7, as amended, is allowable 
over the cited prior art. As claim 7 is allowable. Applicants submit that claim 12, which 
depends from amended claim 7, is likewise allowable over the cited prior art. 

Additionally, as was similarly discussed above, Applicants submit that claim 1 3, 
as amended, is allowable over the cited prior art because the cited prior art does not 
disclose or suggest at least the limitation of a method of constructing a plasma by the 
steps of configuring bamer ribs to form a closed shape, forming display electrodes on a 
front substrate, forming an address electrode on a rear substrate, with said barrier ribs 
disposed between said front and rear substrates to define a delta color pixel structure 
having a plurality of sub-pixels, and with each of the sub-pixels having a discharge 
region which is filled with a first discharge gas of 50% or less by volume, and a second 
discharge gas of 50% or more by volume, and with the first discharge gas being a 
xenon gas. Claim 13, as amended, recites at least all these features. 

For at least this reason. Applicants submit that claim 13, as amended, is 
allowable over the cited prior art. As claim 13 is allowable, Applicants submit that 
claims 14-16 and 18, which depend from amended claim 13, is likewise allowable over 
the cited prior art. 
S 103fa) Rejection 

Claims 1-4, 6-10, 12-16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kim et al. (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0175623, hereinafter 
"Kim") in view of Aoki et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,770,921, hereinafter "Aoki"). To the 
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extent that the rejection remains applicable to the claims as amended, this rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. 
First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references thernselves 
or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the 
reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable 
expectation of success. Finally, the prior art reference must teach or suggest all of the 
claim limitations. M.P.E.P. § 2143. 

Applicants submit that the requirements for prima facie obviousness are not met 
here. Aoki uses techniques that relate to thermal Chemical Vapor Deposition (CVD) or 
plasma enhanced Chemical Vapor Deposition (PECVD) (see Aoki, col. 3, lines 13-15). 
The claimed invention uses PDF discharge gas. The claimed invention, therefore, is 
not made obvious by Aoki, which discloses only the use of CVD gases. 

Further, no motivation or suggestion to modify the reference to include PDP 
discharge gas is present. Aoki does not mention a plasma display panel that uses PDP 
discharge gas, nor does it teach or suggest such a feature. As such, neither Kim nor 
Aoki, alone or in any combination thereof, render the presently claimed invention 
obvious. 

For at least this reason. Applicants submit that claim 1 is allowable over the cited 
prior art. As claim 1 is allowable. Applicants submit that claims 2-4 and 6, each of which 
depend from allowable claim 1 , are likewise allowable over the prior art. 
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Conclusion 

For all of the above reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the claims now 
pending patentably distinguish the present Invention from the cited references. 
Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding rejections and an 
issuance of a Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. 

If for any reason, the Examiner determines that the application is not now in 
condition for allowance, it is respectfully requested that the Examiner contact the 
Applicants' undersigned attorney at the indicated telephone number to arrange for an 
interview to expedite the disposition of this application. 

In the event this paper has not been timely filed, the Applicant respectfully 
petitions for an appropriate extension of time. Any fees for such an extension, together 
with any additional fees that may be due with respect to this paper, may be charged to 
counsel's Deposit Account No. 01-2300, referring to client-matter number 025789- 
00011. 
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